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1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate 
paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this 
country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the 
invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an 
application for patent, published under 
Section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection 
of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application 
designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty 
in the English language. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) or (e) 
as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as obvious over Camillus et al. '451. Camillus et al. '451 (see 
particularly paragraphs 25, 27, 28 and 54) disclose ID cards made 
from self-contained imaging elements comprising sealed first and 
second supports and intermediate imaging layers of photosensitive 
pressure rupturable microcapsules. Pressure or thermosensitive 
adhesive layers for bonding the imaging layers to the supports 
are disclosed. If Camillus et al . do not anticipate the instant 
claims, then it would at least be obvious to one skilled in the 
art to use adhesive layers in the sealed microcapsule elements 
for securely adhering the layers together. 

2. Claims 3, 4 and 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being fully met by Polykarpov et al. '520. Polykarpov 
et al. '520 (see particularly column 2, lines 33-67; column 3, 
lines 5-40; column 8, line 60 - column 9, line 55; column 10, 
lines 22-35) disclose self-contained, sealed microcapsule imaging 
elements for making ID cards wherein a magnetic recording layer 
is incorporated into the second support. A layer of adhesive 
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adheres the second support to the imaging layer. The magnetic 
layer is applied to the second white support film on the outer 
side thereof. The instant claims do not exclude the additional 
outer white film on the magnetic layer of Polykarpov et al. 

3- Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over the combination of Camillus et al . '451, 
Polykarpov et al. '520 and Polykarpov et al . '087. As explained 
in paragraph 1 above, Camillus et al. '451 discloses ID cards 
made from sealed microcapsule elements. Camillus et al. 
discloses that their ID cards may contain additional security 
features such as magnetic stripes but do not disclose the 
location of the magnetic stripes. However, Polykarpov et al . 
'520 discloses adding magnetic layers to the second opaque 
support materials of sealed microcapsule imaging elements for 
making ID cards; and Polykarpov et al. '087 (see particularly 
column 2, lines 10-2 0; column 3, line 50 - column 4, line 18) 
disclose adding magnetic layers on the backs of self-contained 
microcapsule elements with two sealed supports in order to store 
information relating to the print. Since the two Polykarpov et 
al. patents disclose that magnetic layers may be located on the 
second supports of sealed microcapsule elements including those 
for ID cards as in Polykarpov et al . '520, it would be obvious to 
one skilled in the art to locate the magnetic stripe security 
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feature of Camillus et al • on the second supports of the sealed 
microcapsule elements of Camillus et al. 

4. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over the combination of Camillus et al. '451 
and Anderson et al. Camillus et al. discloses ID cards made from 
self-contained sealed microcapsule imaging elements as explained 
in paragraph 1 above. Camillus et al . do not disclose the use of 
outer layers to prevent static. However, Anderson et al. (see 
particularly column 4, lines 5-20; column 9, lines 35-67) 
discloses self-contained elements comprising microcapsule layers 
sealed between two supports like the elements in Camillus et al . 

Anderson et al. further teaches adding back coats to their 
second opaque supports of their sealed microcapsule elements to 
reduce static when stacked elements are moved. Therefore, it 
would be obvious to one skilled in the art to use outer backing 
layers on the second supports of the sealed microcapsule elements 
of Camillus et al . in order to prevent static when the elements 
are moved. 

5. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over the combination of Camillus et al. '451, 
Koshizuka et al . and Bernecker. As explained in paragraph 1 
above, Camillus et al . discloses ID cards of self-contained 
imaging elements comprising sealed first and second supports and 



Serial No. 10/797,636 
Art Unit 1752 



-6- 



intermediate imaging layers containing photosensitive 
microcapsules. Camillus et al . also discloses that their ID card 
sealed microcapsule elements may contain additional security 
features. Koshizuka et al . (see particularly column 1, line 5 - 
column 2, line 5) and Bernecker (see particularly column 4, lines 
37-53; column 1, lines 8-30) disclose that ID cards may contain 
integrated circuit security features. Since Koshizuka et al. and 
Bernecker disclose that ID cards including those with 
photographic images may contain integrated circuits as security 
features, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art to use 
integrated circuits as additional security features in the ID 
cards of Camillus et al. Locating the integrated circuit on or 
in the second opaque supports of the elements of Camillus et al . 
would be obvious to one skilled in the art so that the integrated 
circuits do not interfere with light exposure gr viewing. 

6. Camillus et al . '353 is cited of interest in the art as 
disclosing sealed microcapsule elements. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be 
directed to Mr. Schilling at telephone number (571) 272-1335. 
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